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iff vas denied fair hearing for reason U. S. District Judge of New York was not 
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“4 ley 8 


3 @ of: the relative and precise activity of defendants in acts contrary to 
as 


a) .Law prior to plaintiff's written appeal. 
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Honorable Judge Carter granted plaintiff erace of his previous decision after review 
&.. 


dpe plaintiff the priviledge of appeal and right to proceed in forma pauperis. 


© Al’ The matter is indeed in violation of 


Federal Law and merits fair hearing in U. S, Court 
are ; 4 
rd Appeals. 
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6 May 73 was exhibited deliberately to restrain 


ae 


‘a4 
laintiff from roceeding in Federal Ttineran though such was defendant B's responsibility. . | 
P p S 


> 
: % 
4%. Defendant C - Hotel Paris alleged to be an exempt function did so fail to provide a fit~' 


' *# and safe adobe for plaintiff and child on 6 May 73; causing original damage therein in New 4 
i. < 
we? York, New York. Defendant ¢ refused to produce idenity of insurance agency or security ‘ ° 
ie ee $45 
records for 6 May 73. z 
?. 5. Subordinants of all three dependents are inded participant in cause of plaintiff being 
a . 
*? 
“* restrained from Plaintiff and children's - Legal Residence, Los Angeles, Calif. Ref. a | 
ob 
a) Dawn A. Michelle Young and Micnael ¢. Brooks. Los Angeles, Californta is another state. ‘ 
Ld A 
= 7 . *- . * aa tr S ! 
« 6. Better than apparer. «vidence is available that Defendant C - Hotel Paris (Morgagee ie 
of Washington federal savings € Loan on 6 May 73), Employees did conspire THRU parties : 
in at least one other stat omit Serious crime in vio Law at least 
i 


cerreiewe sere ov Juasus Oiumpenc, Inc. & 
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ply a el slick te ae ails lils canis | einai saalillaB to he Teta 


d believed to be participant - "i" in cause of damage. 


ffs meneies statement at this time is "Defendants were and are responsible to pro- 


Ae safe adobe for tenant yet failed to do so. Defendants A. West-Par Corporation’. 
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inted receivers) from at least August 74 were responsible to practice good business - 


“Set Better Business Bureau Laws) during which time plaintiff and others received great 
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va 


_danage though this matter was complained to Defendant 5 - Defendant failed to identify 
Liability insurance agency or produce urity re s to date. RESPECTFULLY, CONSTANCE E. 
* BROOKS, PRO-SE requests and prays the 
——= 
to mother; F reimbursement of not less than (one hundred 
hysical damages, mental anguish and order 
hysical and mental 


iability to pay any debts. 
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ey. “lay the court be herein advised that the matter of which parties are indebted To 
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how Is in Litigation in Federal Court and the matter has been ordered to be heard in 


\ = 
he gh @Pgument appeal during the week of 29 November 7/ in U. S. Court of Appeals - 2nd Circuite 
Pe = YBEE ATTACHED APPENDIX EXHIBIT 


Ms. Brooks paid rents timely and i: © requirements until complaint 
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and summons were ‘ 


-: 
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led in Peder Cour parties we served notice by U. S. Federal 
Marshall. 

Ms. Brooks does not owe West Yar Realty ( Washineton Federal Savings and Loan 
Shy monies for housine or any other servic Par rp - Hotel Paris, Washington 
Federal Savin na n have one an 1© ident ity and Lord - despite denial 
of such 
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CIVIL APPEAL 4 
ges : SCHEDULING ORDER 
te a x 
Be ene FEDERAL SAVINGS & LOA! BANK, Docket No. £9¢7354 
+, ROTEL PARIS AllD WEST PAR CORP, , 


—T 


Defendcats- hae 


Noting that Constance E. Brooks . 
appellant Pro-Se, has filed a Notice or Appeat, a Civil Appoal Pre -Argument | 
. Statement and Trans Script Information, and being advised as to the progress & 
‘of the appeal, + 


a ae. 
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IT IS HEREBY ORDERED that the record on appeal be filed on or 
_ before August 29, 1976 : 


IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that the appeltant's 


: brief and the joint 
appendix filed on or before Qetober 8, 1976.( & Copies each) 


IT 1S FURTHER OTDERED that the bricf of tha 
30 Gays after the filing ot the appellant's brief. 


v. ee 
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js ays 


«pptlice be filed 


eppellees my 
If Is FURTHER ORDERED that ten (10) copics of MEM brice shall be 4. 


filed with the Cicrk, and that the additional iiftoen (15) copies of the *™ 
bricfs required to be filea by counsel by F.R.A.P. Rule 3!(b) shall be 
revained by counsel until final disposition er the appeal subject io the" 
€all of the court for whatever use it may direct. 

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that th: argument of the appeal be ready to 
be heard during the week of Nowenber 29 1976, 


IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that in the cvent of detau 
athing = record on appeal or ‘ee apps liant*s mr her 


IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that if _the appellee fails to file a neset y 
within the time dircoeted by this orde such app-llee shall be cub ocemE. 4 
to such sanctions as the count hay Ses im appropriate. 


Dated: August cea 1976 
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Affidavit 

Be advised that Ms. Brooks complaint in U. S. Feders. Court stems from better 
than apparent evidence that Ms. Brooks' minor female c’ld Dawn M. Young was 
deliberately harmed on premises of 752 West End Ave., “ay 6, 1973 while Ms. Brooks 
and said child were in transient from their homé in Los Angeles, Calif. another 
state. Ms. Brooks etc. was in route of official business itinerary (and personal 
business) for and with the United States Federal Government when the following 
occurred. 

On Hotel day of May 6, 1973 Ms. Brooks pre-paid and occupied a quarter of 
the Hotel Paris for self and said child, dawn M. Young. Ms. Brooks requested a 
room with working telephone intending to be guest for 1 (one) to 2 (two) days only. 
Approximately 9:45 a. m. - 6 May 73, Ms. Brooks made effort to use phone in the room, 
but the phone was not in working order. 

Ms. Brooks accompanied by said child notified desk clerk before the noon hour 
( 6 May 73) that phone service was not in working order. The desk clerk stated to 
Ms. Brooks that he would notify New York Telephone Company Business Office to install 
phone service immediately (caution). May the court especially take notice that 
the New York Telephone Company business office is not open on Sunday for request of * 


telephone installation. May 6, 1973 incident was on Sunday. A male identified to me 


Ms. Brooks as a New York Telephone Craftsman by said desk clerk requested Ms. Brookg " 


and chile accompany alleged craftsman to the room while he installed service. Us. 


hd 


7 
presence. Desk cierk firmly advised Ms. Brooks to comply. Ms. Brooks apprehensively wt 
¥ os - 
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Ay 


Brooks offered to allow alleged craftsman to do so without she and her daughters | 
i } 


complied fearfully. (Being aware Sunday insiallation service of telephone ae 


‘* 


an abnormai activity in any state). 
Upon entering the room with said child and alleged lew York Telephone Company 45a 


craftsman Ms. Brooks was told to sit in a chair, (only one chair in room, Ms. Brooks ae 
#4 


A > 
Gic so holding said child on her lap. The child who was approximately 16 nonths., nh 


oic at the time became restless. Ms. Brooks then allowed child to stand between hél 
*% as 
legs holding chile by the waist to restrain the child from interfering with y 


Pipe aes 1 a RAS 


- 


workman. The workman was physically Ic 
child maintaining work gear around his waist (one) 
another similar instrument maintained 
leaned forward slightly then screamed 
Ms. Brooks immediately picked the 
her and noticed a cut across 
to right, it is impractical to he 
workman's tocol case around his wats 
have inflected the abrasion, therefore, 
the abrasion with the shar; 
Ms. Brooks asked workm 
room preventing Ms. Brooks and child from 
another elevator arrived gimutaneously Ms. Brooks and 
elevator and arrived to first floor timely enough to 
who restrained alleged workman from trying to flee buildin: 
A party arrived ident i as New York Telephone Ccmpany; 
tion from said parties and fil 
The following day after a second questionable incident rred th hild was 
taken to St. Claire's Hospital has been placed in tective custody until Federal 
Investigation is completed. 
Ms. Brooks returned to 
assist in investigation. 
to room 808 at request of 


* ° 5 3 ae : 
repared to receive child from protective custoly and prepared return to their legal, »! hie. 
‘ hs  } 


5 ae, ae 


and desired residence- Los Angeles, Calif. Mother requested a kitchenette accemodal : 


tion. 
The assistant Manager at the time 1 identified as M i omplied 


Ms. >} ‘ and acreed at the reasonable amount of less 


‘$200.60 per month. Ms. Brooks moved her belongings to the kitchenette ani le 
than 1 hour after doing so was advised by Manager identified as a Mr 
the kitchenette was previously reserved for a temporary period; 
Ms. Brooks occupy room 1421 for the temporary period whica 
than the kitchenette rather than move all the way back 

Ms. Brooks had already paid the sum of $200, 
she would be credited upon occupying the kit 

Mr. Meyro alleged the said guests were stil. 
they were not; and no others were available, though 
firmed. 

Ms. Brooks continued to pay the sum of at least 
refused to either allow her to return to the acc 
to said quarters though such was available and 

Ms. Brooks « ver-paid by $50.00 per month from 
rebate was refused. 

May the Court be advised that upon rooks ival 2 July 1974 she 
identified herself to Hotel Management and made effort to refresh the memory of 
Management of the 6 May 73 incident in order to make effort to identify the clerk 


who claimed the New York Telephone Company bu siness Office rendered his request for 
Fs 2 J be 3 
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a 


Pai 
phone installation request made on a Sunday: said date 6 May 1973 and/or security mad 


record for that date. 

Management alleged they had no guest history records for 6 May 1973 - peracenes ok 
records or business records and that Ms. Brooks had never been there before and no 9 re 
such incident had occured. They further stated they were not required (to maintain , ibs 
such beyond i year). 

Sirs, U. S. Internal Revenue Service require all profit -le businesses to maini- g) 7 


tain revenue business records such as receipts, etc. for at least 3 years. ae 


records are to be maintained perpetually by state law wher: in Security guards : for” 


suth dwellings bear arms - firearms and/or other wise. 
afore stated data from a -Morgage Holder Receiver for “fo 
Federal Savings & Loan) was advised - such was on premis 
custody of Morgage Holder and/or receiver, by 
None cf these persons have complied with the requ. 
criminally involved it appears at this time ani at 
Current management is one and same partic 
security record at least. 
Ms. Brooks has been physically and me 
subordinants A/K/A e employees and 
to encourage Ms. Brooks to leave a 
Current Management is and was doing business for 
Loan, Hotel Paris - Receivers and Westpar Corp. durin; 
great deal of financial and physical damage as well 


paid for accomodations beyond requirement up to 


Parties employed by liotel Paris; Washington Federal 


WestPar Realty Corp. have communicated sle™ lerou 
no child Dawn Young, she imagined she was g 
Hotel personnel communicated slanderous remarks 
instrumental in Ms. Brooks’ infant son Michael bor 
being restrained from his mother, Ms. Brooks unlawfully as 
Ms. brooks remains an unwilling resident of 752 West End 
New York in order to be instrument "A": in investigation and to investigate. 
Parties in employ of West Par Realty Corp., Washington Federal Savings and Loan 
and/or Hotel Paris have communicated slanderous remarks to potential landlords 
giving Ms. Brooks the appearance of an undesiresble tenant, 
Further Ms. Brooks received samedamace as other tenants who were illegally” 


harrassed as stated in appendix part 


Ms. Brooks endured surgery Mar 76, 
due to her having to assend, and deseni 
elevator. Witnesses and attorneys for Legal Aid 


service appeared deliberate to harrass tenants ¢ 
harrassments such as no 

Information being, 
and U. S. Attorney contains denial 
were without sufficient information 
child. Dawn Michelle Young born 18 Oct. 
information was communicated thru - interstate co 
it appears better than an apparent evidence fs 
authority for review for prosecution, 

Both children were abducted on fraudusent 
law it is believed at this time. 


Parties complaining that Ms. Brooks owes money are actually in creat ¢ 


~~. 


responsible for Ms. Brooks’ inability to earn timely as a Federal Emplovee 
time, her normal occupation since Dec. 20, i955. 

Therefore West Par Corp., Washington Federal Savings and L 
in deed indebted to Ms. Brooks for causing pay in sreat part. 
Ms. Brooks’ megar income of $326.40 per month disbursed via U. &. Treasury Check has 
been utilized to complete necessary investigative expet.se since May 1, 1976 “4 
Ms. Brooks prays the court will restrain from making decision until such time the.) 
matter is properly litigated thru the Federal Judicial. 

It appears to all parties concerned tha’ petioners(landlords) etc. are in 


=. 
deed participants via their subordinants A/R/A Employees and/or former employees \' 


aS 


oe ee! 
in violation of Federal law. Further-same parties demanding indebtedness to inslave (i 
hes ah A 
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a violation of state law. 


ey 


w 
Petitioners herin stated failed to provide a safe adobe this tenant or keep © ? 
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Léa 
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BBLS 5d Dees 


ir oral agreement to properly maintain a fit abede as arreed during period 


ei 
this tenant did pay, fully and timely. 


Ms. Brooks seeks a financial reimbursement for damage beyond $10,000 as well 
a2 as @ prosecution of offenders in violation of Federal Law and State Law. 
ws aa “Ms. Brooks was in route to Washington, ‘D. C. maintaining classified document 
tofreport thru channels and did not known the parties identified as desk clerk or 
\¢ Geaftsmen 6 May 73. Parties wishing to avoid prosecution in matters of violation 
‘ee federal law in another state were awar? of Ms. Brooks’ responsibility to report 
"to Washington, Bb. ¢ Therefore it i elieved parties herein stated are suspects 
in aiding and abetting these crimes herein reported thru inter-state comnerce 
Neither Morgage Holder/nor Morrare produced any liability insurance agency accident 
report or liability insurance agen “o date of tenant dwelling 752 West End Ave. 


New York 


Tonstance ©. Brooks 
P 5= Se 
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New YORK TELEPHONE COMPANY 


10905 AVEnve of THe AmERICAS 


i HAROLD 4 PINOLE New Yorn N.Y 10036 Anea Cooe 212 
s >. Ca we we onesen 305-0168 


May 15, 1975 


Miss Constance Brooks 
c/o Paris Hotel 
9752 West End Avenue 
Apartment 1421 
New York City, 
Dear Miss Brooks: 
in response to ycdr request, I have checked our files and 
find that we have a report of an aceident involving Dawn Young which 


Occurred on May 6, 1973 in room 1216 at the Paris Hotel,’ 752 West 


End Avenue, New York City, New York. 


Very truly yours, 


5 ee es 
' 


Bi Orgeine Bartcon, Now-Parmente Beeting Chet Omar ars salenaghedties “fo mn oy eer 
4 WIL COURT OF THE CITY OF NEW YORK,.COUNTY OF NEW YORK HOUSING PART 
WipTPAR sence CORP. EA ENP ND 
: CONSTANCE BROOKS Respondent (Tenant) | cat 0S Yh WL 
. 752 West End Ave., Room 1421 Address) } 141-4. sian 
Respondent (Uniertenant) | Now-Paynent ed 


, rg PTS etne Mie so¥ Ondertenant being fictitious and unknown to vetitioner, 
4 Pe _.stended being in possession of the premises herein describe i® —__ fe ade eRe eh eh ! PLIV) 


THE PETITION OF WESTPAR REALTY CORP. respectfully shows th ': 
1. Petitioner is *umthorieed-to-mstitute amd mainiam-this qroeeedimcambrcthe es | tee pr reirct 
trereinaiter desired of swner acd landlord of ! 
2. Respondent Constance Brooks is the enont of said pres 
in possession thereof under oral rental agreement mle on or shout February 2, 
between respondent and the landlord tiandiord’s prodccessort, whorein respondent promised v. pas to landlor 
$ 250.00. cach month in advance on the Ist day of cach montis. Respemient 
* tthe amertenant-of tHhre-atoressid eecpondunt tenant Respondents are ne. in possession of said premise 
3. The premises from which removal is sought were rented for dwelling purposes and are cer 
1-1/2 rooms, 1 4tploor, Apt. No.) 427, in premixs heated at 752 West End Av 
situated within the territorial jurisdiction of the Civil Court of the City of New York, Cou 


4, Pursuant to said agreement there was due to landlord from respondent tenant rent a. fol 


e 
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ea a RN RY le TS gp SRT 
Respondent tenant Las defaulted in the payments thercof and the total rent in arrears is $1, 0 


Rent has been demanded personally te hcl beaiaee 
Respondents hold over and continue in possession ef premises without lan Uord’s permission of 
(J The apartment is subjret to the City Rent Law trent eontret) and the rent tiomandod he-eis 
prescribed by the New Yoth City Department of Reat ond Housing Mointenar 
(0 The apartment is presently subject to the Rent Stabilization law of 1969, as anwnded by Chapter S76 of the 
the fact that: 
(0 The apartment was subject to the Rent Stabilization Law on June 59, 1974; 
(J The apartment became subject to the Rent Stabilization Law on July 1 904 tr had been oon he Rer mn aw 6a 
June 30, 1971, but was destabilized prier to July 1, 19.4, becau-e of a vacancy which « t tee july 2,13 june 30, 1974; 
J The srartment became subject to the Rent Stabilisation Law on July 1. 1001 dk had bees to the Coty Rent Law trent 
control) on Jane 36, 19,1, but was decontiolied prior to July 1, 1974, because of a vocancy which occutted betwern July 1, 1971 and 
June 30, 1974: 
{} The apartment became subject to the Rent Stabilization Law on f - It had been subject te the City Rent 
P J 
Law (rent control) on June 30, 1974, but was thereafter decontrolled because of & var cnc 19 


Petitioner (Lezdlord} tie 


He 
bs od 
v. 
Fa 


* a eee 
sculnaoaenpaninvatins 


ee gd 


S snieneaates 


and the owner of the premises is a membe. in good standing of the Rent Stabilization Associitien, membership nurmbe 
and the owner is in compliance with the Rent Stabilizetion Law and Codey and the rent rot exceed the lawful 
stabilized rent permitted the owner under said Law, Code and apprepriate Rent Guidelines 


oy The apartment is not subject to any of the foregoing by reason of being an exempt hotel accomnodation, 
upon information and belie 
0 The iJ 


srdiet:<cemecee or 


eee 


cate ogee 


premises are pot a multiple dwelling. Fis. premises are a multiple: dwelling and pursuant t Mointentnee Cade 
Article $1 there is 2 currently efluctive registration statement on file with the Ofice of Code Enforcement in which the owner has desigmuted 
the managing agent named below, a natural person over 21 years of age, to be in control of an ponsible for the maintenance and 
operation of the dwelling. 
Matt. Dwell. Meets, Na Megitered Managing Agcnt’s Name T Gress teithery ( tidence | Bee 
124551 David Holzer 150 Grand Concourse 

Bronk anctier: YORE 

9, That the property herein sought to be recovered is the Oe POR the hE it 2 PFs Tertenants herein. 
Petitioner requests: a final judgment awarding possession of the premises to pctitioner-landlord, the issuance of a warrant to re 
move respondents from possession of the premises, a judgment for rent in arregrs against respondent tenant for $1,041.90 


with interest from May l, 19 76, costs and disbuy<ments of thiy’pr 
Dated: September 22, 1976 WESTPAR REALTY PRP... _ we 


‘ath hasiature. ‘ v 


STATE OF NEW YORK, COUNTY OF NEW YORK $S.: 
the foregoing petition and has heard read said Philip Holzer. of said peution by said petitioner subscribed are true to the knowledge af 
deponent, except as to those matters therein stated te be alleeed on information and belicf, and as to those matters deponent believes the same to be true.” 
fiardpmrashkoraccs sriaiomiramhst tie cameras heb aanthame rene eho ime are opie, 
GS Soros stid te ctor pom rence thes ter proto rs ronte by thes dererent ent rotor dtedion!. That the reason this verification wy > | 
not mede by the petitioncr tn person is that the petitioner is a domesuc corporation and Zéur drponent is en oftter thereof to wits its... LIESAC 
and that the information above stated is from the bool:s and + 1298, gg Fa Ps, 


8. 


pore 


te a vd ae 


a 


fens +b ? Reridene giine r +) To call for repair 
Adfress tr r r * 7 Bs = ’ call fort air & services 


cosenss-sacseeeed CLULIORET 


President > 
m deposes and cays that deponent is the petitiones in® OL 98 


Th - 


Print name beng 4 8 . 
Am Dattorsts f MORRIS, LEVIN & SHEIN 
. Posters ” 40 Wést 57th St., N. Y., N.¥. 
Beraly Pubic, Sate et New (212) 757-5050 MR ee 
* fi i ran? é pe ee 3 
at an aaa ce pp 74M J0,,440-70 balance of April rent; $1.20 phone ead ig | 


mes * a e  2e ; i fe” i 
Rite MR ns hE Gt Ra Aa ES ; 
ac Mer nf A y : t a F : 
~ te m + aes ay 5A sige, ee oe 
ee ee ie ae ee ye ee re Se 


& 6, hak ‘ice F & ant ‘ 


mop reient cere OF JULIUS BLUMBERG, Inc . Law Diane Pustisnens 
. 60 Exrcnance Pt. a? Baoaowav. HM. Y.C. 0004 


iL Eourr OF THE CITY OF NEW YORK 
WrY OF New YORK HOUSING PART L&T Index No. 05 POY 19 70 
NOTICE OF PETITION 


Non-Payment Ducllirg 
Petitioner (Landlord) Petitioner's Residence: 


Jf a Ms 
@PAR REALTY CORP., 


aS jak . against 
“© © CONSTKANCE BROOKS 
“4752 West End Ave., Room 1421 Respondent (Tennt) 

WNew York, N. Y. Address Business Address: 


Respondent (Undertenant) c/o Demov, Morris, Levin 
* First name of Tenant and/or Und srtenant being fictitious and unknown to petitioner, . 
<< Person intended being in possession of the premises herein desciibed* & Shein 


soon eee LLL OA ALLL AAACN i 40 W. 57th St.» N.¥os N.¥s 
ie, "Ty the respondentis] above named and described, in possession of the premises hereinafter described or 
_. elaiming possession thereof: 
4 PLEASE TAKE NOTICE that the annexed petition of Westpar Realty Corp. 
verified September 23, 19 76 requests a final judgment of eviction, awarding to the petitioner posses- 
sion of premises described as follows: 
 J-1/2 rooms. 1 4t bioor, Rm.No. 1421in premises located at 752 West End Ave. 
« County of New York in the City of New York, as demanded in the petition. 


of a 


4, 


¢ 


TAKE NOTICE also that demand is made in the petition for judgment against you for the sum of $ 1,041.90 


with interest from May 1, 19 76. 


TAKE NOVICE alco that WiTHIN FIVE DAYS after service of this Notice of Petition upon you, you must 
answer, cither orully Lefure the Clesk of this Court at 111 Centre Street 
County of New York City and State of New York. or in writing by serving = copy thereof 
pen the wade. snod auuiacy jor tie ** petitioner, and by iilirg the orizinal of such anzwez, with proof of service 
thereof, iu the Olfice of the Clerk. Your answer may set forth any defense or counterclaim you may have against 
the petitioner uules- such defense or counterclaim is precluded by law or prior agreement of the parties. On receipt 
of your answer, the Clerk will fix and give notice of the date for trial or hearing which wili be held aot less than 3 
nor more tha: © days thereafter, at which you must appear. If, after the trial or hearing, judgment is rendered 
against you, the issuance of a warrant dispossessing you may, in the discretion of the Court, be stayed for FIVE 
days from the date of such judgment. 


ly, in ordex to prot 


on in the military servic 


A pers 


YAKE NOTICE also that if you fail to interpose and establish any defense that you may have to the alleza- 
tions of the petition, you may be precluded from asserting such defense or the claim on which it is based in any 
Utiiet procutding or ccvion 


endent upon 
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las the event you fail to answer and appear, final judzment by default will be entered against you but 2 
warrant dicpos-- ine you will not be issued until the tenth day following the date of the service of this Notice 


of Petition pon you. ee a 
2 4) 
: Pic mbes Z 3 ’ 1976 Mi e wn 


you are dep 
few York 


Date d SC; 4 
eth SR AAA ee ee wee ee es ates meee ewer eee oe 


il Cours of WacyCity of New York 
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Demov, Morris, 


(212) 757-5050 


" Auiorney's Telephone No. 


oo 


~ot ‘ sg16 - gc' | E 


at 


IMPORTANT TO TENANT—I 


© Sirkke out if inapplicable. ae 
©° If the petiticner a; pears Im person, strike cut the words “undersigned attorney fer the” 
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i 4 +2 
~ SS ail act Mei tt: le 


On oF about January 28 
Eotel Paris were no 


tenancies would b= "termine: 


toate BR ee A 


tus temants were further edvi 


yg er? ae S| 
Frenov 


<0 ey 


Or 
or proceeding to obtain such orders, j 
been initiated by the landlord. Finally, in no way coul 


said letter be deemed a legal fice of termination of 


since, inter alia, no grounds were stated t r the propos 


termination. While there is an ambiguous, et best, reference ¥ 


maintenan 
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January 28th lett 


S$ or even more 


provided. Morcover, si 
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e oun 3} 
LS, TCYyareaiess 


tonan 
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their indiv 
on February 29, 


yI90ssible to do so. Tne 


have under the rent 


ere4 “ A a > 
substantial Pt 


In addition, there was a 


the posting of 


Jandlord openly and adamant 


four out of five elevators which wer 
Subject Building continuing to have 250-300 tenon 
n2 small working elevator. 


enty-four story structure with only o 


Sting BU os casa Ge. as 
KEW york city °-7 


a " ‘ 
_TOWHOM IT MAY CONCERN: 


This is to certify that 


“nas been treated in the Emergency Room 


| as go treated in the Cut- auto Season) Faw 


OR ccneieeniee: ~ 
Treated sabia 
Patient is abie to return to wor = =*oo0l on 


Patient wiil be nable to return to wo.«/school until 8 


REMARKS find WO” dan! ead 


ON ange Cc 


21IE26 REV. 1-75 


Te Wem \ 


ope 


tand Origa to Patient 
Pisce Duplicate in Chart 


Date 


Hosp. No. 


Posi 26 -/7 1S, lite | 


to = 
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ol ot hin ya | 
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Fad ae 
Vial 
Nick, 


Sight ade e ahd Title 


On or about Jan 


Eotel Paris 


tic tenants were further 


should: 
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Mera ce . 


without any judg 
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»£ eviction having been obtained by 


or proceeding to obtain such ordors 
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